sary alarm and any early or inappropriate termination of essential prescription drugs. Whenever the FDA does issue health communications to the public, it should solicit input from the target audience and ensure that such communications include appropriate context and explicit statements on the level of scientific evidence underlying each safety alert.
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These recommendations should also be considered by global agencies prior to the implementation of similar communication strategies. As it stands, in the wake of the Vioxx controversy, the integrity and effectiveness of regulators across the globe (such as the UKs MHRA) also came under serious scrutiny 26 . Hitherto untested communication initiatives, such as AERS-signals postings to the public, have the potential to be similarly criticised. However, the EMEA's current efforts to create a new database, the EudraVigilance database, as a single point for receiving and sharing reports reveal the beginning of an appropriate drive towards transparency
27
. Further efforts towards making networks of European and national safety web portals and safety information available on the public web as a matter of routine (for publications of recommendations, opinions, and urgent safety announcements) should first take into consideration the implications of the public reception to the FDA's AERS-signals initiative. 
Food

Providing Food Information to Consumers -Proposed Legislation under the Screening of the European Parliament
Giuseppe Luca Capodieci and Zeev Noga* On 16 March 2010, the Members of the European Parliament (MEP) voted on the Commission's Proposal for a Regulation on provision of food information to consumers. Some amendments to this proposal had been proposed in a report by the EP committee on environment, public health and food safety (COMENVI).
The committee report, presented by the German conservative Renate Sommer 1 , was approved after the MEPs had voted on almost 800 amendments. Many changes in the existing legislation were being requested, especially for new inclusions in the list of mandatory information requirements. This report aims to inform readers of the main outcomes, following the recent adoption of a report due for a first reading in the Parliament's plenary session at the end of June 2 .
I. Brief background
The draft EU regulation intends to modernise, simplify, and clarify food labelling within the European Union by making it more relevant to the needs of EU consumers. It is widely accepted that clear labelling, including easy-to-use nutritional information, is essential for helping people to make informed decisions about what they choose to buy and eat. The current horizontal food labelling legislation, being a Directive
3
, allowed a certain degree of discretion at Member State level on how the non-mandatory information must be displayed on food labels (e.g. nutrition labelling, see afterwards). Therefore different "modi operandi" were developed during the last 10 years in different EU countries concerning information such as nutrition and origin. This is one of the main reasons why this proposal has, until today, undergone an extensive consultation process which involved not only the two institutions elected to participate in the codecision procedure, but also a con- 
II. EP voting outcomes per topic
The COMENVI report was approved with 52 votes in favour, 2 against and 5 abstentions. MEPs agreed on several points, and a short list of main topics is provided below with references to the current practices and proposed changes.
III. Nutrition information
Nutrition labelling on foods is regulated by Directive 90/496/EEC. At the moment, under EU legislation, nutrition labelling is optional, although it becomes compulsory if a nutrition or health claim is made in the labelling, presentation or advertising of a foodstuff, or if vitamins or minerals are voluntarily added to foods. As a consequence, there is a wide disparity in the extent of the availability of nutrition labelling between various Member States. This means that some EU consumers are given far less information than others.
Amendments by several MEPs submitted to make a "traffic light" pack-front colour coding system mandatory were rejected by the responsible committee. Therefore no colour-coded traffic light nutrition labels are to be imposed by EU law, but Member States should still be in a position to adopt or keep national rules.
MEPs agreed that key nutritional information, such as energy content, amounts of fat, saturated fat, carbohydrates, sugar, and salt, must be mandatory for all foodstuffs across the EU. But to this list they added proteins, fibre and natural and artificial transfats, the inclusion of which, under the Commission proposal, would have been voluntary.
All mandatory nutrition information must be given on the front of the pack. But due to the importance attributed to the energy content, MEPs added specific rules to guarantee its visibility. There was agreement on the fact that the regulation should lay down only general rules on how information should be displayed, but not prescribe any specific system. This would enable Member States to adopt or retain national labelling rules. Amendments to prevent them from promoting additional colour-coded traffic light nutrition labels at national schemes, provided these do not undermine the EU rules, were rejected.
IV. Mandatory country of origin labelling
According to the current legal framework, the general principles for the concept of "origin of food products" in the EU foresee that each declaration on origin should be voluntarily endorsed by the food business operators (FBOs), unless its omission would mislead consumers, in which case it should become mandatory.
Many MEPs expressed their wish for a compulsory country of origin labelling (COOL) to be stated for meat, poultry, dairy products, fresh fruit and vegetables
7
, and other single-ingredient products as well as for meat, poultry and fish when used as an ingredient in processed food. It appears that such a "new" requirement, without an apposite preliminary impact assessment, would lead to re-nationalisation of food market per Member State to the detriment of a smooth functioning on the EU internal market. Other possible consequences denounced by several stakeholders alongside the EU food industry concerned the expected major burden that would be placed on the industry. The requirement is seen as It makes the European Parliament a stronger lawmaker by bringing over 40 new fields within the "co-decision" procedure under which Parliament has equal rights with the Council. These areas include agriculture, energy security, imigration, justice and home affairs, health and structural funds. . WTO dispute panels typically take about nine months to go through their process and issue a report.
V. Meat produced according to religious practices
A new proposal to label meat produced according to religious practices was adopted: Meat and meat products derived from animals that have not been stunned prior to slaughter, i.e. have been ritually slaughtered 10 , in order to inform the EU consumers that certain meat in the general market is deriving from animals which have not been stunned. This kind of labelling, according to the Environment Committee, will inform consumers who do not wish to buy meat derived from those animals and will enable them to make an informed choice in accordance with their ethical concerns.
This proposal was already raised by the Agriculture Committee of the EP (COMAGRI) and discussed in the framework of the Regulation on the "protection of animals at time of killing" 11 during 2009. On that occasion the Agriculture Committee organised a public hearing on the matter with the participation of some representatives of the religious communities of the EU. Following a broad dialogue, the EP voted against the proposal for a compulsory label for meats produced according to religious practices. As a result, in the Regulation, derogation was allowed in case of animals whose meats are intended to feed certain religious communities. It was deemed appropriate to allow slaughtering without prior stunning, granted that the slaughter takes place in a slaughterhouse 12 . The Jewish and Muslim communities of the EU are once again worried about such a compulsory labelling that, as expressed in the recent past, could be perceived as a negative message targeting them as group who simply does not comply with the conventional rules. While the deep reasons of that noncompliance are intimately connected with religious belief, would not be evident for everyone, a similar labelling practice might also lead to substantial campaigns in order to boycott meat and meat products derived from religious practices, and in doing so feeding discrimination and stigmatisation of Jews and Muslims communities in Europe by some organisations, especially extremists of various kinds.
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According to the available information, the religious communities urge the EP to enlarge the dialogue and the reasoning as it was done in recent past, so that labelling should also take into consideration other information regarding all the slaughter practices and not only part of them, in order to develop a proportionate legal framework by providing all the consumers with proportional information while adopting a holistic approach. Due to the size of that proposal for a Regulation and the considerable amount of points debated, a selection of main items is proposed below:
Legibility
The committee recommended replacing the Commission's proposed requirement that all information be given in a minimum font size of 3 mm with a stipulation that information be given in such a way as to ensure clear legibility. It asked the Commission to draw up guidelines to ensure this legibility.
Nano materials
MEPs demand that products containing nano-materials be clearly labelled as such, using the epithet "nano" in the ingredient list.
No nutritional declaration for alcoholic beverages
MEPs voted to exclude alcoholic beverages from the mandatory nutritional declaration requirement.
Content of the nutrition declaration
MEPs agree with the Commission that information on the energy and nutrients should be given in relation to 100g or per 100 ml and possibly also per portion. They also favour making comparisons with the reference intake for energy and certain nutrients, but want to make clear that these reference intakes are, for example, the "average daily requirement of a middle-aged woman and that the personal daily requirement of the consumer may differ".
Nutrient profiles deleted
While the EU commission services are still in the process of looking at implementing rules on certain aspects (as provided for in the EU framework legislation 14 ) as, for instance, the setting of nutrition profiles
15
, MEPs voted to delete those nutrient profiles 16 , foreseen in the regulation on nutrition and health claims 17 made on foods.
Entry into force
To give the industry enough time to adapt to the new rules, the regulation would enter into force 20 days after its publication in the EU Official Journal, but the rules on nutrition labelling would take effect 3 years later. For food business operators with fewer than 100 employees and an annual turnover and/ or annual balance sheet total under €5 million they would take effect 5 years afterwards.
